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dating violence as a definition of do-
mestic violence under Federal law. My 
efforts would be fruitless without the 
help of citizens and organizations na-
tionwide. Liz Claiborne, Inc. is one of 
the organizations that has taken a 
leadership role in educating teens 
about teen dating violence through its 
‘‘Love is Not Abuse’’ curriculum de-
signed for 9th or 10th graders. I have 
been pleased to support those efforts to 
promote this curriculum throughout 
the country this past spring. 

I commend the company not only on 
this endeavor but its newest effort to 
partner with the National Domestic Vi-
olence Hotline and create the first-ever 
National Teen Dating Violence Hot-
line. The hotline will be operated by 
the National Domestic Violence Hot-
line and will focus on teens and young 
adults up to the age of 24. Although 
there are national hotlines for adults, 
teens have special needs and require a 
different approach to dealing with 
their issues and privacy concerns. 

Time to Talk Day should not be the 
only day to talk about how we can pre-
vent domestic and dating violence. We 
must work hard to educate our chil-
dren how to live in healthy relation-
ships to prevent the cycle of violence 
from being repeated in the future. 

f 

LOCAL LAW ENFORCEMENT 
ENHANCEMENT ACT OF 2005 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, I rise 
today to speak about the need for hate 
crimes legislation. Each Congress, Sen-
ator KENNEDY and I introduce hate 
crimes legislation that would add new 
categories to current hate crimes law, 
sending a signal that violence of any 
kind is unacceptable in our society. 
Likewise, each Congress I have come to 
the floor to highlight a separate hate 
crime that has occurred in our coun-
try. 

On July, 29, 2006, in San Diego at an 
annual gay pride festival 3 gay men 
were assaulted. During the festival, 3 
men with baseball bats began yelling 
anti-gay remarks and a fight broke 
out. Two of the victims were hit in the 
head with a baseball bat and a third 
victim was stabbed. In the past 32 
years the annual gay pride festival has 
often been the focus of anti-gay pro-
testers, many times leading to vio-
lence. 

I believe that the government’s first 
duty is to defend its citizens, to defend 
them against the harms that come out 
of hate. The Local Law Enforcement 
Enhancement Act is a symbol that can 
become substance. I believe that by 
passing this legislation and changing 
current law, we can change hearts and 
minds as well. 

f 

REPUBLIC OF THE PHILIPPINES 

Mr. INOUYE. Mr. President, this year 
marks the 60th anniversary of Phil-
ippine-United States diplomatic rela-
tions and friendship. The partnership 
of our two nations is bound by several 

battles dating back to World War II, 
and continues today with the war on 
terrorism. Those who continue to pay 
the ultimate sacrifices do so in the de-
fense of freedom and the democratic 
way of life. 

During World War II, Filipinos 
fought side by side with Americans in 
defense of Bataan and Corregidor, 
fighting a common enemy. Today, we 
face a different battle—the war on ter-
rorism—a battle being fought and won 
in the Philippines. At this moment in 
many parts of the world, little chil-
dren, innocent children are crying in 
pain. Many of these children are being 
killed from mines and explosives main-
ly because older men do not know how 
to discuss peace. They know only how 
to discuss war, hatred, and death. 

A month ago, together with the sen-
ior officers of the Republic of Phil-
ippines Armed Forces, I flew to 
Zamboanga on the Island of Mindanao. 
The main element of the mission was 
to inspect the joint Philippine and 
United States Armed Forces, and to re-
ceive a report on their activities. How-
ever, the event that impressed me most 
was the simple ceremony celebrating 
the presentation of 185 electrification 
projects to governors, chieftains, and 
leaders of various villages and towns in 
the many islands of Mindanao. 

These island villages and towns never 
had electricity. Children had to study 
by candlelight. For the first time, 
these communities have electricity in 
their homes. Children can spend more 
time learning. Parents can use sewing 
machines and other power tools to 
make products to bring to market. 
And, communities can use computers 
to surf the Web and connect to the 
world. 

The ceremony began with 
Asalamalaykum, and a prayer thank-
ing Allah, recited by the Imam of 
Zamboanga. He was followed by a 
Christian minister, who read scripture 
from the Bible. Thereafter, children 
performed their traditional Muslim 
dance, welcoming us with such 
warmth, joy, and tranquility. While 
Christians and Muslims in other parts 
of the world are killing each other, to 
see the scene in Zamboanga, where 
Muslims and Christians are sitting to-
gether, breaking bread together, was a 
deep inspiration. It demonstrates to me 
that under proper leadership, miracles 
can happen, and miracles do happen. 

In Mindanao, there is a demonstra-
tion of hope. The joint military forces 
of our two nations have demonstrated 
that while you need an iron fist to 
combat terrorism, you also need to ex-
tend a hand of friendship to win their 
hearts and minds. When you work to-
gether, when you cooperate, when you 
consult, when you speak of peace and 
hope, miracles can happen. If the rest 
of the world did the same thing, chil-
dren would not be screaming in pain. 

Of all the aid that we provide the Re-
public of the Philippines, 60 percent is 
being spent in Mindanao to reinforce 
efforts to secure a lasting peace, and to 

build a better life for the people of 
Mindanao. More than 22,000 former 
Moro National Liberation Front com-
batants are now small-scale commer-
cial farmers, earning incomes through 
farming corn, rice, and seaweed. An ad-
ditional 6,500 former combatants have 
been trained to produce high-value 
crops, such as finfish and bananas. In 
partnership with the private sector, 
6,500 households in 227 remote commu-
nities are now equipped with solar-pow-
ered, renewable energy systems. 

The ties that bind our two nations 
are based on the foundations of free-
dom and democracy. The work con-
ducted today along with the economic 
opportunities and education provided 
by the Government of the Republic of 
the Philippines and in conjunction 
with the United States Government 
continues to pave the way toward a 
better quality of life and stability for 
the children and region of Mindanao. 

Mr. President, I commend to my col-
leagues the text of an August 2006 
paper entitled ‘‘Securing Peace in 
Mindanao through Diplomacy, Devel-
opment, and Defense,’’ written by the 
American Embassy in Manila. 

f 

VOTE EXPLANATION 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, I was 
necessarily absent on Senate business 
yesterday when the Senate voted on 
the nomination of Francisco Augusto 
Besosa to be a U.S. district judge for 
the District of Puerto Rico. Had I been 
present, I would have voted in favor of 
Mr. Besosa’s nomination. 

FOREIGN CORRUPTION AND OIL 
Mr. LEVIN. Mr. President, last 

month, on August 10, President Bush 
announced a new U.S. initiative to 
combat corruption around the world. 
He named it a ‘‘National Strategy to 
Internationalize Efforts Against 
Kleptocracy.’’ In introducing this ini-
tiative, President Bush said: 

High-level corruption by senior govern-
ment officials, or kleptocracy, is a grave and 
corrosive abuse of power and represents the 
most invidious type of public corruption. It 
threatens our national interest and violates 
our values. It impedes our efforts to promote 
freedom and democracy, end poverty, and 
combat international crime and terrorism. 

I couldn’t agree more. 
But lately, some of the President’s 

actions are at odds with his rhetoric. 
The first principle of the President’s 
initiative against corruption is to deny 
entry into the United States to 
kleptocrats, meaning high-level offi-
cials engaged in or benefitting from 
corruption. Yet in recent months the 
administration has welcomed two of 
the world’s most notorious kleptocrats: 
Teodoro Obiang, the President of Equa-
torial Guinea, and Nursultan 
Nazarbayev, the President of 
Kazakhstan. 

What do these two men have in com-
mon besides corrupt dictatorships? Oil. 
Both control their nations’ vast oil re-
sources. Both supply oil to the United 
States. By welcoming these corrupt 
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dictators into the United States, in 
contradiction to the anticorruption 
principles articulated by the President 
in August, the administration an-
nounces to the world that we will com-
promise our principles for a price: oil. 

On April 12 of this year, at the State 
Department, Secretary Rice greeted 
the President of Equatorial Guinea, 
Teodoro Obiang, by saying: ‘‘Thank 
you very much for your presence here. 
You are a good friend and we welcome 
you.’’ In welcoming Mr. Obiang, she 
made no mention of the deeply trou-
bling hallmarks of his regime, no men-
tion of human rights abuses, no men-
tion of election fraud; no mention of 
widespread and high-level corruption. 
Instead, a photograph of Secretary 
Rice shaking Mr. Obiang’s hand and 
smiling broadly appeared in publica-
tions around the world. Mr. Obiang has 
undoubtedly used his visit, and that 
photograph, to legitimize his regime 
and demonstrate his favored status in 
the United States. 

Secretary Rice said that her objec-
tive as Secretary of State is to conduct 
‘‘transformational diplomacy’’ which, 
in her words, requires us to ‘‘work with 
our many partners around the world to 
build and sustain democratic, well-gov-
erned states that will respond to the 
needs of their people—and conduct 
themselves responsibly in the inter-
national system.’’ Under Mr. Obiang, 
Equatorial Guinea is nothing near 
democratic, well-governed, or respon-
sive to its citizens. 

Equatorial Guinea is the third larg-
est oil producer in sub-Saharan Africa. 
It currently exports about 360,000 bar-
rels per day, with much more under de-
velopment. U.S. companies have in-
vested over $10 billion to develop those 
oil resources. But the development of 
Equatorial Guinea’s oil resources has 
not benefitted its deeply impoverished 
people. Though Equatorial Guinea’s oil 
money makes it, on a per capita basis, 
one of the wealthiest nations in the 
world, the standard of living of its peo-
ple is among the world’s poorest. Equa-
torial Guinea ranks 121st on the United 
Nations Human Development Index. 
According to a 2002 State Department 
report, there is ‘‘little evidence that 
the country’s oil wealth is being de-
voted to the public good.’’ 

Mr. Obiang is a principal cause of his 
people’s misery. He took power by coup 
30 years ago, his opponents have been 
jailed and tortured, and his most re-
cent election was condemned by the 
State Department as ‘‘marred by ex-
tensive fraud and intimidation.’’ The 
2005 State Department Country Report 
on Human Rights Practices states, that 
in Equatorial Guinea, ‘‘Official corrup-
tion in all branches of the government 
remained a significant problem.’’ In its 
index of corruption, Transparency 
International ranks Equatorial Guinea 
152 out of 159 nations. In other words, 
Equatorial Guinea is one of the most 
corrupt countries in the world today. 

I became familiar with the Obiang re-
gime through my role as ranking mi-

nority member of the Senate Perma-
nent Subcommittee on Investigations. 
On July 15, 2004, the subcommittee held 
a hearing entitled, ‘‘Money Laundering 
and Foreign Corruption: Enforcement 
and Effectiveness of the Patriot Act.’’ 
That hearing and an accompanying re-
port detailed how President Obiang and 
his family had been personally prof-
iting from U.S. oil companies oper-
ating in his country, established off-
shore shell corporations to open bank 
accounts at Riggs Bank here in Wash-
ington, and made large deposits, in-
cluding cash deposits of as much as $3 
million at a time, in transactions sug-
gesting strongly that the funds were 
the proceeds of foreign corruption. In 
addition, over $35 million in oil pro-
ceeds were transferred to suspect off-
shore accounts. 

President Bush has stated that his 
intention is to ‘‘defeat high-level pub-
lic corruption in all its forms and to 
deny corrupt officials access to the 
international financial system as a 
means of defrauding their people and 
hiding their ill-gotten gains.’’ And yet, 
after it was revealed that Mr. Obiang 
misused U.S. financial institutions to 
launder suspect funds, the State De-
partment actually intervened on behalf 
of his regime in order to convince U.S. 
banks to open accounts for the Equa-
torial Guinean Government. That bears 
repeating: after it was shown how Mr. 
Obiang used Riggs Bank to deposit and 
transfer suspect funds, and after Riggs 
shut down the accounts used by him 
and his regime, the State Department 
approached reluctant U.S. banks and 
asked them to open accounts for the 
Obiang regime. So much for ‘‘denying 
corrupt officials access to our financial 
system.’’ 

There is more. A few months ago, in 
May, the administration announced a 
new program directing the Defense De-
partment to help 20 specified countries 
build up their military forces. One was 
Equatorial Guinea. Despite a terrible 
human rights record, a reputation for 
corruption, and their own oil wealth, 
the administration proposed spending 
U.S. taxpayer dollars to build up the 
Obiang regime’s military. Indeed, 
President Bush asked for a provision in 
the DOD authorization bill approving 
the funding. A number of us objected, 
and Equatorial Guinea was removed 
from the provision in the Senate bill. 

These and other actions taken by the 
administration to court Mr. Obiang are 
more than misguided. They supply am-
munition to critics of America who 
claim we don’t mean what we say and 
we don’t live up to our principles, espe-
cially when oil is at stake. On the issue 
of foreign corruption, the President 
needs to play it straight. What will it 
be? Will we avert our eyes from Mr. 
Obiang’s record of corruption and bru-
tality so we can obtain Equatorial 
Guinea’s oil? Or will we demand an end 
to his corrupt ways? 

The President’s courting of Mr. 
Nazarbayev of Kazakhstan is also dis-
turbing. Mr. Nazarbayev is an iron- 

fisted dictator who imprisons his oppo-
nents, bans opposition parties, and con-
trols the press. The State Depart-
ment’s 2005 Kazakhstan Country Re-
port on Human Rights Practices states 
that ‘‘the government’s human rights 
record remained poor,’’ and ‘‘corrup-
tion remained a serious problem.’’ 

That is not all. Several years ago, 
our Justice Department filed a crimi-
nal indictment alleging that Mr. 
Nazarbayev accepted tens of millions 
of dollars in bribes from an American 
businessman. The U.S. attorney of the 
Southern District of New York is at 
this very moment preparing for trial in 
the case, U.S. v. Giffen. The indictment 
targets the American businessman, 
James Giffen, for paying $78 million in 
bribes to Mr. Nazarbayev and his cro-
nies to gain access to an oil field in 
Kazakhstan. It does not charge Mr. 
Nazarbayev with a crime, despite alleg-
ing his acceptance of the bribes. It is a 
sad and sorry spectacle to observe that, 
despite this indictment, the adminis-
tration is welcoming Mr. Nazarbayev 
to the White House this week. 

Talk about mixed messages. For pay-
ing the bribes, Mr. Giffen gets indicted 
for violating the Foreign Corrupt Prac-
tices Act, mail and wire fraud, money 
laundering, and tax evasion; for accept-
ing the bribes, Mr. Nazarbayev gets an 
invitation to the White House. The 
President has invited to the White 
House a man who our very own Depart-
ment of Justice accuses of accepting a 
$78 million bribe. Why? What could be 
the reason, the justification, for this 
White House invitation? Could it be 
that Kazakhstan exports 1 million bar-
rels of oil per day? 

The President has got to play it 
straight. The State Department says 
Mr. Nazarbayev is a dictator who im-
prisons opponents and disregards 
human rights. The Justice Department 
says he accepted $78 million in bribes 
from one U.S. businessman alone. The 
President says he is an honored guest. 
Which is it? Corrupt dictator or hon-
ored guest? Surely it can’t be both. 

President Bush said that kleptocracy 
‘‘threatens our national interest and 
violates our values.’’ He said high-level 
foreign corruption ‘‘impedes our efforts 
to promote freedom and democracy, 
end poverty, and combat international 
crime and terrorism.’’ He is right, 
which is exactly why his courtship of 
corrupt dictators like Mr. Obiang and 
Mr. Nazarbayev is so deeply regret-
table. To compromise our battle 
against corruption to gain favor with 
oil-producing dictators is not only 
morally wrong, it hands a propaganda 
club to our critics, it sustains brutal 
and corrupt regimes, and it is ulti-
mately destructive of our efforts, in 
the words of Secretary Rice, to ‘‘build 
and sustain democratic, well-governed 
states.’’ 

f 

AGRICULTURE NATURAL 
DISASTER ASSISTANCE 

Mr. BAUCUS. Mr. President, I rise 
today to speak to an issue that is vital 
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